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RESPONSE TO GOVERNMENT (STATE) COMMENTS (GS) 

Response to Comment Letter GS1 

Comment GS1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) for 
participating in the environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project and acknowledge 
that CDFW has no comments on the Draft EIR/EIS. CDFW will be notified when the Final 
EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Response to Comment Letter GS2 

Comment GS2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Public Utilities Commission (PUC) for participating in the 
environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during 
identification of the Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. PUC will be 
notified when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

A site diagnostics meeting will be arranged with the Commission’s Rail Crossing Engineering 
Section, United States Navy, and Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) during the design phase to 
discuss relevant safety issues and requirements for authorization to alter the existing grade-
separated crossings. 

Response to Comment Letter GS3 

Comment GS3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the California Transportation Commission (CTC) for participating in 
the environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project. CTC’s comments were considered 
during identification of the Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. CTC will be 
notified when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

OCTA has already completed preliminary financial analysis for all of the build alternatives. 
Once the Preferred Alternative is identified, the formal process of securing the funding for 
construction and implementation has been advanced. It is common for transportation projects to 
have a funding shortfall in the planning phase. The project is considered a Major Project by 
FHWA, and a Draft Financial Plan (FP) must be submitted to FHWA prior to approval of the 
Final EIR/EIS. The Draft FP must identify full funding for the project. 
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Comment GS3-2 

Caltrans and OCTA appreciate this comment and recognize that extensive coordination will be 
required with CTC for this project. OCTA intends to pursue design-build procurement regardless 
of which alternative is identified for implementation. Existing legislative authority would be 
used for Alternative 3 under Senate Bill 4; new legislation would be required for design-build 
procurement of Alternatives 1 and 2. OCTA expects legislative design-build authority for 
Alternatives 1 or 2 by January 1, 2014.  

Comment GS3-3 

In regards to Assembly member Lowenthal’s concerns, please see Common Response – 
Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, COG, and the 
City of Long Beach. 

In regards to Mr. Littig’s concerns, please see Responses to Comments PC-L33-1 through 
PC-L33-7. 

Comment GS3-4 

The Commission shall receive a copy of the Final EIR/EIS and be notified as soon as the 
environmental process is complete so that it may consider the project for future consideration of 
funding. 

Comment GS3-5 

As described beginning on page 1-1 of the Final EIR/EIS, the RTP and FTIP will be modified to 
include the Preferred Alternative. 

Response to Comment Letter GS4 

Comment GS4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) for participating 
in the environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project. DTSC’s comments were 
considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. 
DTSC will be notified when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Conditions in the project area that may pose a potential threat to human health and the 
environment are discussed in Section 3.2.5, Hazardous Waste/Materials, in the Draft EIR/EIS. 
Specifically, Section 3.2.5.2, Affected Environment, includes a summary of the database search 
findings, the search for which was conducted as part of the Initial Site Assessment (ISA) 
prepared for the project. As discussed in Section 3.2.5.2, the following database searches, 
research, and reconnaissance were conducted as part of the ISA: 
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• Search of regulatory records regarding possible hazardous material handling, spills, storage, 
or production at the project site or in its vicinity. 

• Review of available information to describe the general geology and hydrogeology at the 
project site and adjacent areas. 

• Review of historic aerial photographs and topographic maps. 

• Reconnaissance of the project site and the immediate surrounding area. 

• Development of conclusions and findings. 

• Preparation of a report describing the assessment and presentation of the results and findings. 

• A statement of interpretive limitations. 

As discussed in Section 3.2.5.3, Environmental Consequences, in the Draft EIR/EIS, there are 
potential risks associated with many environmental conditions, including properties identified for 
acquisition; 19 leaking underground storage tank (LUST) sites, which have a potential to impact 
groundwater conditions; one Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS) site where soil 
contamination by gasoline was discovered in the soil around a fuel tank – 220 gallons of diesel 
fuel spilled during a traffic accident that occurred in 1987 at northbound I-405, south of I-605; 
bridges planned to be replaced and widened could contain asbestos-containing materials (ACMs) 
and/or lead-based paint (LBP); surface soils in the unpaved ROW could contain aerially 
deposited lead (ADL); freeway striping could contain LBP; approximately 10 cubic yards of 
unidentified soil that was observed on the southeast side of the Newland Street overcrossing; two 
30-gallon open trash bins; and two 5-gallon paint buckets with lids that appeared to be dumped 
were observed on the I-405 northbound shoulder, just south of the I-605 interchange. 

Measures HAZ-1 through HAZ-10, provided in Section 3.2.5.4, Avoidance, Minimization, 
and/or Mitigation Measures, address the potential impacts from these types of hazards that would 
potentially occur under the build alternatives. Most of these measures are standard procedures 
and/or regulations controlling these types of hazardous materials. All impacts related to 
hazardous materials would be substantially mitigated based on implementation of Measures 
HAZ-1 through HAZ-10. 

Comment GS4-2 

Mechanisms to initiate required investigation of, and/or remediation for, sites known to have 
contamination and that have had releases that may pose a potential concern during project 
construction are summarized in Measures HAZ-1 through HAZ-10 in Section 3.2.5.4, 
Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures, in the Draft EIR/EIS. The measures 
include general citations to federal, State, and/or local regulatory agencies as appropriate for 
each measure. If unknown hazards are encountered during construction activities, Measure 
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HAZ-10 requires that construction cease and that Caltrans’ Unknown Procedures for 
Construction be followed. 

Comment GS4-3 

As described in Section 3.2.5.3, Environmental Consequences, in the EIR/EIS, environmental 
investigations, sampling, and/or remediation for sites of potential concern that were 
recommended will be completed. With the implementation of Measures HAZ-1 through HAZ-10 
in Section 3.2.5.4, Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures, in the EIR/EIS, 
impacts related to hazardous waste/materials are considered not to be substantial. In addition, if 
work plans are required as part of the proposed project, such work will be overseen by the local 
regulatory agency responsible for oversight. 

Comment GS4-4 

Measures HAZ-3, HAZ-4, and HAZ-7 in Section 3.2.5.4, Avoidance, Minimization, and/or 
Mitigation Measures, in the EIR/EIS, require that investigations and/or testing be performed on 
all structures and paved surface areas as part of the project. The preconstruction surveys will 
include sampling and testing for hazardous chemicals, including ACM and LBP. In addition, 
Caltrans standard specifications require that all materials from these structures that exceed 
California Health and Safety Code criteria for hazardous waste must be properly disposed of at a 
State-certified landfill facility. 

Comment GS4-5 

Measures HAZ-1, HAZ-2, HAZ-5, HAZ-6, HAZ-7, HAZ-8, HAZ-9, and HAZ-10 in Section 
3.2.5.4, Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures, in the EIR/EIS, specifically 
address potential effects associated with potential onsite contaminated soil and/or groundwater. 
Any contaminated materials will be properly disposed of consistent with applicable federal, 
State, regional, and local laws and regulations. Caltrans standard specifications require that 
imported soil for onsite fill will require testing prior to use.  

Comment GS4-6 

As described in Section 3.2.5, an ISA was completed in accordance with (ASTM) E-1527-05 and 
Caltrans District 12 ISA guidelines. This document will be updated subsequent to identification 
of the Preferred Alternative, including recommended site assessment for the 12 potential ROW 
acquisition properties, as well as other recognized environmental conditions associated with the 
“non-acquisition properties” and “other concerns.” The document requires proper testing, 
abatement, and disposal as described in Measures HAZ-1 through HAZ-10, in addition to 
Caltrans’ Standard Specification related to identification, handling, and disposal of hazardous 
wastes and materials. All identification, handling, and disposal of hazardous wastes and 
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materials will be completed in accordance with applicable federal and State laws and regulations. 
At this time, preparation of a health risk assessment is not anticipated. 

Comment GS4-7 

As described in Section 3.1.2.3, agricultural lands along the I-405 corridor within the project 
limits are largely limited to two locations (see Figure 3.1.3-1): (1) NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach 
located in Seal Beach and (2) Segerstrom Ranch property located in Costa Mesa. Soil testing 
along NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach was completed as part of the SR-22 West Orange County 
Connection project. Some residual agricultural contaminants were found at concentrations below 
action levels. The proposed project would not encroach on the Segerstrom Ranch property. At 
this time, no additional testing for pesticides, herbicides, or other agricultural contaminants is 
anticipated. The need for any additional testing will be reconsidered during the next phase of the 
project based on the final design. Should any additional testing be required, all sampling and, if 
required, remedial action would be completed in accordance with Caltrans Policy and federal and 
State laws and regulations.  

Comment GS4-8 

As discussed in Section 3.2.5.3, Environmental Consequences, in the EIR/EIS, routine 
maintenance activities during operation of the proposed project would be required to follow 
applicable regulations with respect to the use, storage, handling, transport, and disposal of 
potentially hazardous materials; therefore, operation of the proposed project would not introduce 
new hazardous waste or materials. 

Comment GS4-9 

Thank you for your comment. 

Response to Comment Letter GS5 

Comment GS5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for participating 
in the environmental process for the I-405 Improvement Project. NAHC’s comments were 
considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. 
NAHC will be notified when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Section 3.1.8.3, Environmental Consequences, and Section 5.2.4, Native American Coordination, 
of the Draft EIR/EIS provide a summary of the Native American consultation conducted to 
comply with all federal and State regulations (see pages 3.1.8-11 through 3.1.8-12 and 5-22 
through 5-23). The project Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR) and Historic Resources 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-GS-15 March 2015 

Evaluation Report (HRER) are available for review at http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/ 
index.htm#Technical.  

Comment GS5-2 

Cultural resource documentation was completed in accordance with NEPA Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act and all other applicable federal laws/state laws and Executive 
Orders, including coordination with the NAHC. Please see Response to Comment GS5-1 above. 

Comment GS5-3 

Section 3.1.8.2, Affected Environment, of the Draft EIR/EIS states that no historic properties of 
religious and cultural significance were identified within the project Area of Potential Effects 
(APE); however, locations of potential resources were not disclosed (see pages 3.1.8-7 through 
3.1.8-10). 

Comment GS5-4 

Section 3.1.8.3, Environmental Consequences, of the Draft EIR/EIS states that consultation with 
Native American tribal contacts is ongoing and would occur throughout the duration of the 
project, as requested (see page 3.1.8-12). 

Comment GS5-5 

Section 3.1.8.3, Environmental Consequences, of the Draft EIR/EIS states that cultural resources 
previously recorded in the APE were determined to have been destroyed or redeposited from 
another location. No existing Native American cultural resources were identified within the 
project APE; however, Measures CUL-1 and CUL-2 in Section 3.1.8.4, Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures, in the EIR/EIS, specifically address protocol if 
previously unknown Native American cultural sites and/or Native American burial sites are 
discovered during construction (see page 3.1.8-13). 

  

http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist12/405/
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